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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



, A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 June 2005 . 
2a)H This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-60 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-60 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)Q All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Langdon in view of Strauss '618. Langdon discloses an insect screen 10 comprising 

light transmissive fibers 20 disposed in a frame 12. While Langdon does not specify the 

particular strength of the insect screen, Strauss '618 discloses an insect screen 

comprising fibers 10,1 1,12 made of vinylidine chloride which has a tensile strength of 

between 30,000 to 60,000 pounds per square inch, wherein, to incorporate this teaching 

into the insect screen of Langdon for the purpose of increasing the strength requisites of 

the screen would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. As to the 

dimensions and the color of the insect screen, inasmuch as there is nothing to indicate 

that the recited dimensions or colors are anything more than one of numerous options 

one having ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious for the purpose of rigidity 

or aesthetics, no patentable weight has been attributed thereto. Regarding the frame as 

comprising a groove and spline construction, Official Notice is hereby given that the use 

of a frame having a groove and spline construction is a well known structural feature in 

the art of insect screens and as such is not seen as constituting a patentable distinction. 

2. The applicants' argue that the exact teaching of Langdon is unclear since it is 
silent to the total light transmission. This is not convincing for Langdon states that the 
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strands are optically transparent and that light passes through the strands distortion 
free. 

The applicants state that no suggestion is given in the references of the need to 
specify fiber size and it is the fiber size that is critical to the applicants invention in that it 
is one of the features that produces the surprising visual effects of the invention. This is 
not convincing for making an item smaller will have the expected result of visual 
transparency. 

The applicants' argue that Langdon specifically teaches away from opaque 
fibers. However, inasmuch as the use of coloring for aesthetic purposes is within the 
purview of one having ordinary skill in the art, to have used coloring for its explicit 
purpose cannot be relied upon for patentability. 

The declaration of Thomas F. Klobucar has been considered but is 
insufficient to overcome the rejection of the claims as advanced above inasmuch as It 
refers only to the Gore Screen described in the above referenced application and not to 
the individual claims of the application. Thus, there is no showing that the objective 
evidence of nonobviousness is commensurate in scope with the claims. 

Applicants' arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

3. The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicants' disclosure: Gates. 
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4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 A 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to David M. Purol 
at telephone number (571 ) 272-6833. 




David M Purol 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 



DMP 

(571)272-6833 
August 16, 2005 



